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Anplication of Board Rules to Coatract Appraiserxs for
County Assessors

has asked me to respond to your
mamo 0f August 3 transmitting s question whether
a private congultant working as a contract appraiser for a
county 23348S0r i3 required to adhere to the 3card's property
tax rules. :

It seems to me that Mr. inquiry is begging
the quostion, A county assessor may contract withh a nrivate
expert to assist him in eppraising the property, but he may
not delegate to him his duty under Section 405. As stated in
the case of County of Tvolumne v. State Board of Ecualization
(1352) 23¢ Cal.Acn. 23 352, "Jhen the assesscr adepted ana
nlaced on the assessment rolls the valve which resulted Irom
the engineers' work, it became the official act of the assessor
and likewise an cfficial record of Tuolumne Zounty.” It is
the assessor's act and not the private appraiser's act whico
places the value on the roll, and the assessor is bound to
follow the Zoard rules in making tihiat assessment as proviced
by Section 158608 of the Sovernment Code. The assessment
appeals board must follow the Board rules for the same rcason.
It is iy understanding that the problems to which Mzr. Ancel
refers 2ccurred at an assessment appeals hearing.

Since Fule 468 applies to oil and gas producing
proverties and not to other minasral properties, which are
rnined, it is inappropriate to apnply Rule 468, I will assume
without knowirng that perlita is a mineral wvhich should be
azsessed pursuant to-Rule 469; however, I will dofer to experts,
such a3 Ray FRothermel, as to whether this is the appropriate
rule to apply.

It seems to me that the role of the asszegsment appeals
hoard, in this case, i3 to determine whether the testimony of
tha outsilde expert is relevant to the correct value applying
the appropriate rules and regqulations. Not having beea at the
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